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how far the theory of evolution is consistent with
the ethics of hedonism.

4 The psy-      The relative and transient nature of pleasure has
been urged as a31 objection against any form of
y many philosophers since the time of

lation to the Plato. And the argument has of late years been
evolution, brought forward in a way which shows that the
calculus of "pleasures" and "pains" which Ben-
tham's ethics implies is much less certain and easy
than its author supposed. This has been made
clear both by the subtle analysis carried out by the
late Professor Green, and by Professor Sidgwick's
examination of the difficulties which beset the
"hedonistic calculus." It does not appear, how-
ever, to have been made out that the nature of
pleasure proves hedonism to be impossible as the
end of conduct. But it may, perhaps, appear that
the case is altered when we consider the matter in
the light of the evolutionist form of hedonism now
under examination, and estimate from this point
of view the ethical bearings of the psychological
analysis of feeling.

The difficulty of defining pleasure or pain is not
the same as the difficulty or impossibility of defining
any elementary sensation. For the latter is con-
nected in definite ways with other similar sensations,
can be compared and associated with them, and by
such association go to make up an object or thing.